Other theoretical themes focused on trust/distrust in modern societies and their institu tions. [n pre-urodern societies, social relations in kinship and in local communities were closely knit and underpinned by religious cosmology and traditions, which took various forms. In Russia, as Geoffrey Hosking showed, these relations took the form of a special kind of solidarity in the village conU11Une, known as 'krugovaya poruka' .This phenomenon of joint responsibility has been deeply rooted for centuries in Russian culture. The village conU11Une had a collective responsibility for social goods and evils. For instance, it was responsible for the prevention of criminality, for settling conflicts, paying taxes and for the upkeep of conU110n facilities. It exerted control over individuals, overseeing their private lives. Interestingly and surprisingly, this old custom lived on through the Soviet regime and its aftermath, and remains an important aspect of public life in Russia today. During the Soviet regime, 'krugovaya poruka' transformed itself into new forms.With the development of the Soviet enterprise, it travelled to towns and became a feature of grand c0l1U11unal apartments. It became highly functional in the Soviet regime, which had aimed to become an egalitarian society with maximum resources, but which became instead a hierarchical society with minimum resources. ConU11Unes in villages and cities were based on informal and efficient interchanges similar to the traditional 'krugovaya poruka'. Through these they were able to mobilise every possibility of survival in difficult economic conditions. Hosking argued that after the collapse of the Soviet regime, the economic reforms of Gorbachev and Yeltsin were unpopular, largely because they brought alien elements of the market into old customs. They introduced new types of social relations based on exchange which threatened the strong traditions of informal bonds. (mutual distrust maintains public security). But distrust was not just a calculation, it was mingled with fear: 'Qui de nollS mourra le premier?' (Which of us will die first?).
Similarly, the inducement of uncertainty, the creation of distrust in communication and the propagation of fear helped to maintain the stability of the totalitarian regimes that dominated European countries two hundred years after the French Revolution. The papers presented at the symposium showed that distrust in postconU11Unist countries is largely associated both with the uncertainty and ambiguity that the new institutions display, and with a fear persisting from the past.
[n general, 'trust' is a highly polysemic term, which is embedded in socio-economic and cultural-historical conditions. It has specific meanings in pre-modern and modern societies, in rural societies and in cities, in history and in the present. But even these distinctions are not subtle enough to fit the different types of transition from pre-industrial to industrial societies. For example, in contrast to Czechoslovakia, total collectivisation in agriculture during conU11Unism was never achieved in Poland; and this is reflected in differing natures of social relations of trust and distrust in the two countries O. Kochanowitz).
Rather than attempting to bring together all the multifaceted characteristics of trust and distrust, the studies presented at the symposium stressed heterogeneity, although 'founded on rational specificity' (Miller, Koshechkina and Grodeland). Professor Markova is editing a volume based on the symposium to be published in the Proceedings of the British Academy
